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Honotabhle Raymond D, Mireles
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Morch Wesv Discyvict

G230 Sylmar Awvenue

Van Nuys, C4 Sadl

pear Judge Wirelas:

The coemmission hes Lnvestipgated chezrges rhar on tovember &,

1939 you gave official direcrions to cwo Los Angeles palice
affiecrs which sppesred vo authorvize their uwse of force Lo

" obrain the presence of Deputy Public Defemder Howard Waco in
woulr gourt. | The commizsion has conclueded its itvescigation,
and ar its June, L1990 meeting, decevmined te Impose a Fublie
LReproval for cervtain of your conduct as described ino she
following Inwescigsative Findings:

Investigative Findings

Tha commizszion found thar on Hovember &, 198%, In
conneerion wich Judge Mireles's handling of the cese ol Paople
W, Smith, Judge Mirelez exhibired exasperation at the Bhsencs
Trom nis court of defendant Soigh's acearney, Deputy Puhlic
Defender Howard Waco, end direcved twe Los Angcles police
nfFlcers fo bring Depucy Fublic Defooder Weeco invo his courl,
zdding rhoy should bring “a piece of'' or "2 bedy part” of Waca

to hisz ecourtroam.

Thgse direcrions spperently <xeated in che

officors the iepressicun and belief thav Judpe Mireles had
suthorized rhelr use of physlcal force.

In cartrying gut what they perceived to be Judge firveles's
directions, the officers employed physical fovce to repove
Dopucy Puklic Defender Weco from ansther courbroom and Eo
convey him to and deliver him ineo Judge Mireles's courtroom,
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Judge Miteles witnessed the oEficers’ foreible delimery of
Depucty Public NDefender Waco into his coursrsow, bub nade na
inquiry of My. Waco or of the officers rveparding theliy accioms,
end appeared to ignove Mr, Waca's attempis to discuss the
nfficers’ accions. This conecibuzed co an appearance that
Judpe Mireles nad auchovized che police vEficer's use of foros,

The oflficers' wse of force bo sbrain Depuky Public Defendar
Waca's aktendance in Judge Hireles's court and che appearance
that Judge Mircles hed suthorized tie officers’ uvse ofF force
were conveyed to the public through extensive medla cowversge.

The ¢ommizsion found chat Judge Wireles did net dintend to
suthorize or divect the vse of force by che officers, buc found
chat Judge Wireles had been careless in the ponner in which he
nad dirccred che afficera by making roemarks which he considerved
jocular but which were capable ¢f being, and apparently were,
misunderstood.

The cownission found furcher chat Judge Mireles carlier bhad
taken certain aszcions coward the Public Delenders regarding
their appointments as counsel end their ecutinuved
representacion in certdin cases, and che Public Defenders had
perceived thede asvions as hestile. The earlier sctions
fnvolved Legal questions arising Lrow Judge Wiveles's opinion
with regpect to gffects of the poblie defender's courc seaflfiog
UUACELCES on court business in Judge Mireles's departmenc; the
lagal iszues iwvolved were approprisvely addressed and
resolved. Thiz background had further contribuced ce an
appearance thar Judge Wirelss hsd aurhorized or directed tne
police offiders' use of force coward Deputy Fublie Defender
Howard Waco. ({The romeission made no Eindings veparding the
propriecy or aorrvectness of rhe ecarlicr mcticns themsslvas )

In imposzing & peblic reproval, the comeission nored that
Judge Mireles hes scknowledged responsibilicy for having made
vensrks which spperently were wisunderstond as aothorizing the
officers' use of force, and thet ne has expressed regret for
naving mede the remarks and for che enzuing mistreacment of
Geputy Fublic bDefender Weco.

Very rruly yours,
ﬂ#f;ﬁii;méiQEﬁgféauaaééi
Jack E. Frankel
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